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Remarks 



Applicant has carefully reviewed the application in light of the April 4, 2008 Office 
Action. To further prosecution, Applicant has amended claims 1, 3, 6-7, 9-12, 15-16, 18-21, 23- 
24, 26-29, 3 1, 33, 35-36, 38, and 40-41 to clarify the subject recited therein. For at least the 
reasons below. Applicant submits that the currently pending claims are in allowable light of the 
cited references. Applicant therefore requests favorable action for this case. 

Examiner Interviews 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for conducting telephone interviews with their attorney, 
William R. Borchers, on July 1 1, 2008 and July 18, 2008. During the interviews, Applicant's 
attorney and the Examiner discussed the specification, the interpretation of the claims, and the 
appUcability of U.S. Patent Pub. No. 2004/0165012 to the claims. The Examiner indicated that 
the claims were probably allowable over the '012 pubUcation, but would not commit to allowing 
the claims. AppUcant's attorney and the Examiner then discussed ways to advance the 
prosecution of the case, but no agreement regarding allowability of the claims was reached. 

Section 103 Rejections 

The Examiner rejects claims 1-41 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent Pub. No. 2004/0165012 and U.S. Patent Pub. No. 2005/0022140. Detailed Action H 3. 
According to the Examiner, the '012 publication teaches a one-dimensional navigation stinacture 
comprising a plurality of elements, detecting a command indicating selection of one of the 
elements, and if the selected element has at least one associated element, modifying the structure 
by deleting the non-selected elements and adding the elements associated with the selected 
element to the navigation struchire, and the '140 pubUcation teaches presenting information in a 
compact display space. Id. T| 4. But the Examiner overlooks the fact that tiie '012 pubUcation 
does not teach a one-dimensional navigation structure that is modified by deleting the non- 
selected elements and adding elements associated with the selected element to the navigation 



Applicant 
Serial No. 
Filed 
Page 



Markus Lauff 
10/685,285 
October 14, 2003 
15 of 16 



Attorney's Docket No.: 13909-01 17001/2003P00693 US 



Structure. See, e.g. Figs. 3-4. The '140 publication also contains no relevant teachings regarding 
this. Thus, the references do not support the Examiner's propositions. 

Currently Pending Claims 

Claims 1-28 and 41 relate to visually presenting information in a compact display space 
by generating a one-dimensional navigation structure for an organization of information, wherein 
the structure includes a plm^ity of elements that each represent a portion of information in a first 
level of the information organization and, in response to detecting a command indicating 
selection of one of the elements in the navigation structure, modifying the navigation structure 
by deleting non-selected first level elements fi-om the navigation structure and inserting second 
level elements associated with the selected element in the navigation structure. Claims 29-40 
relate to visually presenting information in a compact display space by generating a user 
interface for presentation in the display space and including a navigation portion having a 
plurality of elements in a first level of a hierarchy of elements and, in response to detecting a 
command indicating selection of one of the elements in the navigation portion, modifying the 
navigation portion by deleting the non-selected first-level elements firom the navigation portion 
and inserting the second-level elements associated with the selected element in the navigation 
portion. Applicant submits that these claims are allowable at least for these reasons. 
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Conclusion 



Applicant submits that a good faith effort has been made to advance the prosecution of 
this application and that the application is allowable over the rejections expressed in the Office 
Action. Applicant therefore requests favorable action for this case. If, however, any issues exist 
that may be advanced by telephone conference. Applicant requests that the Examiner contact its 
below-hsted attorney. 

Applicant believes that all of the Examiner's objections and rejections to the application 
have been addressed. Thus, Applicant's failure to address any objections or rejections should not 
be taken as acquiescence to any finding of the Examiner. Moreover, Applicant's arguments 
herein against the Examiner's findings should not be construed as Applicant's only basis for 
countering the findings. Applicant has made these arguments to illustrate the errors in the 
Examiner's findings and to expeditiously move the case forward. 

AppUcant does not believe that this paper requires any adjustment in fees. If, however. 
Applicant is mistaken, please apply any charges or credits to deposit account 06-1050. 



RespectfiiUy submitted. 
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